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(Continuation of ''Brief Description of Argument to be Presented for 10/502,423) 
Patentability of claim 14: 

A key feature of the invention is covered by the last (=third) limitation of claim 14 "Umiting the 
set of accessible reference images in such a way that referencing takes places firom image areas 
that were not subject to the first intra-coding mode in a temporal subsequent image**. It seems that 
the Examiner is misunderstanding this limitation, because the Examiner argues that "KIM03 does 
not explicitly disclose a coding system to perform intra/inter block selection'*, see OA, page 6, last 
paragraph. However the present invention does not cope with an intra/inter block selection but 
with a limitation of reference images for inter-coding as described by the third limitation. 

Short explanation of the third limitation: 

When coding a macro block in frame t = 0 then e,g. five timely previously coded frames [t = -5, ... 
, t = -I] can be used as reference frame. Hence these five timely previously coded frames form the 
set of accessible reference images. In such a case a respective image area in each timely 
previously coded frame is selected that result in optimal tradeoff between distortion and bit rate. 
Next the reference images are removed from the set whose respective image area that is used for 
prediction was updated in a timely subsequent image by the first intra-coding mode. Hence the 
reference images in the set are reduced, whereby one of the reference images with be used for inter 
coding of the macroblock* 

Example: the selected image area for prediction in frame t = -2 was updated by the first intra 
coding mode in firame t = -1 . Hence this selected image can shall not be used for prediction and 
the respective frame / reference frame t = -2 will be deleted fi^m the set. In a next step the 
reference frames t = -5, -4, -3 and -1 are available for prediction only* May be the selected image 
area of frame t = -3 gives the best match and will be used for inter coding of the image area of 
frame t = 0. Conclusion: This limitation does not perform intra/inter block s election at all. 

KIM03 discloses that video coding standards, e.g. MPEG-4, support different coding modes, such 
as intra coding, inter or predictive coding and bi-directional coding. KIM03 discixsses the 
intra/inter block selection that can depend on different options, e.g. on the MAD and RMS 
calculation. 

In an response to an eariier Office Action (March 10, 2008)» we argued that ICOM03 does not 
discuss the usage of multiple reference frames for inter-coding. The Examiner responded that there 
is a specified negotiable coding option called "Reference Picture Selection Mode" that permits a 
modified inter-predication called NEWPRED in the art; (June 27, 2008 Office Action), It is true in 
the art multiple reference inter-coding is known, however the specific teaching of the third 
limitation is not known so far. 

KIM02 also describes a intra/inter block selection depended on whether "the mentioned number of 
bits is larger than the threshold value which has been decided based on the number of bits of the 
preceding fi^ime", see KIM02 [0029]. The Examiner confirms this on page 7 of the Office Action. 

Therefore, based on the above, our position is that Examiner is misunderstanding the final 
limitation of Claim 14, and when property understood, Claim 14 is allowable over the cited 
references. 
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